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THE USE OF m WITH THE PARTICIPLE, WHERE THE 

NEGATIVE IS INFLUENCED BY THE CONSTRUCTION 

UPON WHICH THE PARTICIPLE DEPENDS 

By George Edwin Howes 

DURING the past year my attention has been called several times 
to the use of the negative py with participles where the force 
of the participle would seem to demand o£; e.g. Xen. An. 4, 3, 28, 
Kiktvu avrov fjidvai <jrt rov irora/iov fir] Sta/3dvrat. Id. Cyr. I, 2, 7, 
ov av yvuMTi Sxwaixfvov fiiv X<*pw aVoSiooeai, fir] awob\B6vra Si, xoXa- 
{owri. Plato, Apol. 29 A, to . . . 6d.va.T0v SeSitnu oitiv aAAo i<rrlv 1) 
BoKiiv <ro<f>6v tiyai ftij orra. Dem. 4, 15, ol/uu roirvv iyio ravra Xc'yttv 
(X uv i M kwXvuv tl tk aAAo? imiyyiWiTai ti. Editors generally pass 
over such places without any comment. Occasionally, however, an 
editor calls attention to the fact that the preceding construction has 
influenced the selection of the negative. The general rule is thus stated 
in Hadley- Allen's Grammar (1884), § 1027, — " /ij is often used 
instead of ov with participles or other words, through an influence of 
the verbs on which they depend, when these verbs either have /mj, or 
would have it, if negative." I have been curious enough to examine 
into the matter somewhat, to find whether such cases are common or 
only rarely found. 1 I have carried my search only down through the 
writers who flourished in whole or in part before 400 B.C. The investi- 
gation has not been exhaustive, even with the field thus limited. To 
secure every example would have necessitated a careful reading of all 
the authors included in this period. I have, however, looked through 
all the works of these authors, with the exception of Homer, gathering 
all the examples that attracted my eye. I may hope, therefore, to 
have a fairly representative, though not absolutely complete, list of 
examples. Naturally, 1 have not included those participles with /j.17 that 
express condition, nor have I made a list of those instances that show 



1 There is said to be only one instance of the use of /«) with the participle in 
Homer; rj. Monro, Homeric Grammar, § 361. 
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the generic use of /«}, for the negative in both these cases is due, not 
to the influence of any verb on which the participle depends, but to the 
force of the participle itself. 1 

I. /«} with the Participle dependent upon an Indicative. 

1. Dependent upon oro* with the Independent Future Indicative 
of Exhortation. 

Eur. H. F. 505 : toutok (sc. fiiov) S* oVu« ■qSurra BtartpacrtTt i( 
^fiipat tit KVKTtt fir) \vtrovfixvoi. 

2. Dependent upon an Indicative of Purpose. 

Soph. O. R. 1389: owe tv i&xofirjv to fti) &iroK\.r/<rai tov/iov aOkiov 
Sc/ut, "v rj rvipkos r< Kal kXvojv fiyjBiv. 

3. Dependent upon an Indicative Denoting Condition.* 

Soph. O. Jt. UIO*: ti fepy) Tl Ka/ii fir) <rvva\\d£a.vTa m>, irpi&fttK, 
trra$jjM.ar dot. Hdt. 7, 30 : <i roivw . . . 01 . . . fiaat\li$ yvw/ijci ixpf- 
wvto OfioCrj<ri Ktxl crv, 17 fir) xptuifievoi . . . aAAov? (TVfifiovXovi tt^ov 
toiovtovc ... 7, 139. Eur. Suppl. 254.* 

4. Dependent upon an Indicative with a Conditional Relative. 
Aeschyl. Sept. 3 : \pr) kiyety Ta Kaipui octtis <f>vkdcr<Tci irpayos iv 

wpvfivy iroX(u>? olaxa vu>fiuv, /3X«papa fir] KOtfuov vvvta. Eur. Tro. 1 166 ; 

-^>y'' S°3 J Frgt. 1049 J Hdt. 7, 132 ; Thuc. 8, 74, 3. 

5. Dependent upon an Indicative of Unattained Wish. 

Eur. Ale. 536 : tW €vpofitv a-', "ASfirjrt, /*ij kvrrovpxvov. Or. 1580. 



1 As most of the passages referred to in this article are merely cited and not 
quoted in full I mention the editions used: Ilcsiod, Ktach; Homeric Hymns, Abel; 
Elegiac poets (including Theognis), Rurgk-Hiller; Aeschylus, Wecklein; Sophocles, 
Dindorf; Euripides, Kirchhoff; Frag. Trag., Nauck; Aristoplutnts, Meineke; 
Herodotus, Stein; Thucydides, Classen; Antiphon and Andocides, Blass. 

* I have noted two instances in which the negative is 01). 

Soph. O. X. 885: tl Si n» irr4poTT& x'f 1 " V ^tt xo/xiJct«u, Mxa» bfiiprrro! 
oiii laifiim* ilrj clfin>», nani yi» JXoito iwpa. Eur. Frgt. 450. 

In the first example the presence of an intervening adjective — and that, too, a 
negative one — may sufficiently weaken the influence of the condition to make the 
negative oOSi natural. In the second example the negative and the participle olo-iy 
express a simple idea, " dead," and hence omh' is normal. 

* Here there is the double influence of the condition tl xri and of the infinitive 
rra8n&o-$ai; cf. infra, p. 284, 3. In Eur. Heracl. 167 /«} is generic. 

4 Here the participle is really in indirect discourse; cf. p. 280, note 3. 
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II. /uj with the Participle dependent upon a Subjunctive. 

1. Dependent upon a Hortatory Subjunctive. 

Tyrt. 8, 14 : irtpl irai&wv 6vgtTKiojX.lv }fiv\lu>v prjiciri dxtoo^urot. 

Theog. 764 ; Eur. H. F> mo. 

2. Dependent upon a Prohibitive Subjunctive. 

Antiphon, 3,8, 10 a : /ojVt ovv ij/w w pi) w/xxnjieowmt arvp<fx>pi.t 

IpfUXrrri. 

3. Dependent upon an Interrogative Subjunctive of Appeal.* 
Theog. 913: 8v* €urlv irpoaOtv 6801 tun.' <f>povT%u rovrwv ijvriv t«» 

TportpijV ij pijSiv Sarravmv Tpv\<o /Siof iv KaKOTrjTi, ij (uot ... AeschyL 

Ag. 111. 

4. Dependent upon a Subjunctive of Purpose.* 

Soph. O, C. 1279: irtipavar aXX' v/ictc y< Ktvrjarai warpot to . . . 
oro'^ui, <ut pri p.' aripov . . . ovt<dc d<£iy ftt, prjSiv drrcmw tn-of. 
Hdt. 9, 4S (/«.).' 

5. Dependent upon a Subjunctive with p-q after a Verb of Fearing. 
I have not found an example of this. 6 



1 Though the verb is not expressed, it is felt as a hortatory subjunctive from the 
preceding verse, where there is an interrogative subjunctive of appeal. 

* I'erhaps /11J is felt as generic. 

' In Eur. /. .-/. 384 the ii-t) is generic and in Ar. A'an. 128, though an interroga- 
tive subjunctive of appeal just precedes, I think that an imperative is really felt in 
the answer; cf. infra, p. 281, IV. 

4 Sometimes oil not >ii} is found with the participle after a subjunctive of purpose. 
The reason is that some stronger influence is at work to induce oi than to induce 
jii}. The examples that I have noted are these : 

Eur. J'hoen. 131 9: fyu S' v' u JutA ytpwr iStXciiir ypaiar 'IoxdVrqr, irui Xourg 
TpoByral t oiWt' 6rra rati' ipir. Here o<Wt trra — as in oil 4">iu — forms really 
one thought, i. e. " dead," cf. supra, p. 278, note 2. 

4 Thuc. 3, 74, 2: Here the purpose clause, though immediately preceding the 
participle, is felt as parenthetical, and besides, the participle belongs to the preceding 
indicative clause. 

In Thuc. 6, 91, 4 and in Andoc. I, 31 the /n) is generic; and in Aeschyl. P. V. 
850 the jnj is used with an indirect discourse participle dependent upon 0W0 in a 
purpose clause (Srut S' &v (Hi n*i jutTi)* nXfovai >iov). The /11} may be due to 
the purpose clause. But ol&a often takes m 1 ) with the participle; cf. infra, p. 281. 
In Thuc. 8, 45, 2 (Jin.) mss. vary between oi and /ii}, and some omit the negative 
altogether. 

* I have noted two instances of the use of oi with the participle, though /») and 
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6. Dependent upon a Subjunctive denoting Condition. 

Soph. TV. 4 1 1 : l ttoLav <££iotc Bovvai SiKrjv, rjv tvpi&rjs i? ryv&t 
(it) iueaiot uv; Eur. Or. 1 198; Ar. Vesp. 1 1 19; PI. 494; Hdt. 3, 
69.' 

7. Dependent upon a Subjunctive with a Conditional Relative or 
Temporal Word.* 

Soph. O. R. 153°! uKrrt Ovrjrov ovra . . . /xiqBiv i\/3i[uv, rpiv av 
rippa rou /Slow trtpaxrr) fir/Siy iXyuvov roWv. Critias, Frgt. 4 (Nauck) ; 

Ar. Nub. 619. 

III. pq WITH THE PARTICIPLE DEPENDENT UPON AN OPTATIVE. 

i. Dependent upon an Optative of Wish. 4 

Hom. Oil. 4, 684 : p.Tj p.vrj(TTiv<Ja.vTK p-r/S &Xko6' o/uAiJaucrtc vora- 
to *ol irvpara. iw ^v^aS< Sttjmjo-nae. Hes. O. et D. 444 : 6 rvraixpa- 
KOVTuenjS atlr/o 1 ! tiroiTO . . . os ipyov pfXiruiv IBtuLv <c avAu<c' IXo.vvot, 



the subjunctive after an expression or implication of fear preceded. — Thuc. 4, 22, 
3: ifunntt Si ol Aaxfiai^ftm oirt cplvif My rt o»" /► t\i}0« «!>«!►, «f ti . . . 
iii*tt ai/roit (vyx u P t '"< fh '« ^ovr fi/^Mix "* Jia^Xijtfuwji' tlrbvrtt ital 01) ti>x4>tm 
. . . ii«x"f>V**'- Though no verb of fear is expressed, fear is implied in the whole 
context, especially in the words oirt . . . tiruv. oi rvxoyrtt, however, is really 
equivalent to a single word irvxoOmi, and hence the negative oi and not ^?J. 
Id Tbuc. 5, 40, 3 though the negatived participle immediately follows the subjunc- 
tive, it belongs to the indicative that follows, and the preceding subjunctive is felt to 
have no influence over it at all. 

1 Here the participle is really in indirect discourse. 

' The negative may l>e due to the fact that the participle is in indirect discourse 
(after Qalnjrru), which is sometimes negatived by /ii) even when introduced by an 
indicative. Cf. Goodwin, .V. T. 6S8. 

1 I have not included Soph. l'h. 903, where the ^ is generic. I have noted 
these instances where the negative is oi. 

Thcog. 750: Tit flij «► fjporit dXXot . . . o^oit' aBavdrous, . . . orror' dVi)/> 
Aduoi . . . oirt rev ivSpbt oirt rev dttavdruv ^tjviv d\tv6fitvos t vjpify rXot/ry 
(exo/>i)/i/wt. Here the use of 01! emphasizes the fn</. 

Aeschyl. Ag. 13 : Mere ova irurnoirovulvriv suggests a simple idea, ' unvisited.' 

4 In Aeschyl. .Ig. 615 oi, not /ii), follows an optative of wish. However, ovStr 
tia<t>$il(xuray is equivalent to f^'swai. 

' Here the participle immediately t'ollows what appears to be a potential optative. 
There is considerable doubt, however, whether »' should 1* read in the verse, which 
without «' would be optative by assimilation due to the preceding optative of wish. 
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fujKrn 7rajrr<uV<u»> fti0* o/t»;Auca«. Ibid. 489 ; Ibid. 591 j Theog. 1154 1 ; 
Eur. /. Z 535 ; /<>« 632 ; .F/y/. soi ; Ar. PI. 892. 

2. Dependent upon an Optative of Purpose. 4 

Thuc. 4, 67, 3 : KOfticravTis (sc. a<caYu»' aptp^lP^ov) « to TeTj^os 
«tara w jrvAas c<ri}yoy, oirut rols <K ttjs Miyiias A(9ijwub*s <{<jbj.i^s 
Sij «ij 17 <£uAuki?, /iq octoj iv T<3 XtftcVt irXoi'ou ifmvipov (iij&tvos. 

3. Dependent upon an Optative denoting Condition. 

Eur. ^4/»</. 845 : dAA* ei <r' &<f>urjv py <j>povovcrav, <os Bayou; Or. 
1174; 7W.874; Ar.Zjv. 11x3; Antiphon, 1, 10; 6,19; Hdt. 6, 130.* 

4. Dependent upon an Optative with a Conditional Relative. 
Theog. 734 : tlOt yivoiro 6iol<; tjtiXa roU piv aXirpciis Zfipw ahiiv, 

kixi <r^>iv tovto yivoiTO <j>tkov OvfjLtZ, c^cVAia <pya pcra ^purQ.v') oaris 
(ajr)iji^s epya£oiTO, tfeiui' /i7)Siv oirt^dficfot. 

IV. /ii} with the Participle dependent upon as Imperative.* 

Tyrt. 13,5: *AycT , a> SrapTci? tiaVSpio . . . Aata /itf tTW rrpofid- 
X«r6i, Sdpu £i'To\/i<i)S ( a.vayta&t ) pij <f>ti&6ptvot Tut £was. Theog. 



1 Here there is a double influence, that of the optative rfij and that of the infini- 
tive friar. Ci. infra, p. 2S4, 3. 

* I have noted two instances of a negative oi> with the participle after an optative 
of puri>ose. — Eur. Jiacih. 1050: iroirip&v i^oixey virot, to t Ik raiQy ciyi)\b koX 
y\ii<raT)t &iro ff^orres, us bp^t^v ovx opJifievoi. Here o&x opupem is really thought 
of as one word, i. e. equivalent to a<pavtU. Hdt. 1, 99. In this passage ou is used, 
instead of /«}, to emphasize the fact, I think. 

3 The clause ^ijt . . . ijroSomp.aiuv depends intimately upon the protasis tl . . . 
<fi), in spite of the intervening apodosis, and hence the negative pJj. 

* I have not included examples in which the /«} is generic, and hence may be 
used regardless of the imperative construction: e.g. Aeschyl. J'. V. 44; Cho. 929; 
Soph. 0. C. 1104; Eur. Frgt. 362 (vs. 18); Ar. Eccl. 579; Hdt. 9, 98 (Jin.); 
Thuc. 6, 40, 2. 

There are many indirect discourse participles negatived by ^1} which depend upon 
an imperative. — Aeschyl. Pen. 438 (after firth). ••'a'- 9 2 3 (after Uii); Soph. Ant. 
1063 (after l<r$i, with us); Phil. 253 (after fotfi, with us — ]*>ssibly generic); Eur. 
And. 726 (after tare) ; lltracl. 9S3 (after Brft) j ///>/. 306 (after fotfi) ; Hdt. 8, 
144 (after itriaraade); Thuc. 1,141,1 (after imyofy'qrc — a disputed passage) . As 
the negative /»ij is occasionally found with indirect discourse participles even after 
an indicative, I have not included these cases just cited, among those in which the 
negative jii} is induced by the preceding imperative. Still, the influence of the 
imperative is something. 
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332; Ibid. 364; Aeschyl. Suppl. Si 1 ; Ibid. 215; Ag. 897; Soph. 
El. 1014*; 0. C. 489; />/'</. 1155; -4«/. 106 1 ; /%. 415*; Eur. ^4/r. 
1094*; .Wtf. 874; Heracl. 175; 7.^4. 818; Or. 657; 7>o. 728; 
Phoen. 1 834; />yA 288 (vs. 4) ; /Vy/. 779; kt. Ran. 128*; Hdt. 7, 
10, 8»; Thuc. 1, 124, 2; 2, 87, 8; 3, 40, 7 ; 3,48, i»; 7, 15, 1 (bis). 

ov with the Participle dependent upon an Imperative. 

There are so many of these cases in which ov is found with the 
Participle after the Imperative, that they are entitled to some consid- 
eration. I will note them first, and then consider them. 

1 Theog. 468 : nrjSi 8vpa(i <c«A«v' ovk idiXovr livai. 2 Aeschyl. 
Sept. 699. 3 Soph. Ant. 1322. 4 Kur. And. 894. 5 Hee. 517. 
6 El. 952. 7 Heracl. m. 8 J.T.Zoz. 9 Ion 1324. 10 J/<r</. 
1311. 11 [E/ies.'] 145. 12 Ar. A//&1123. 13 Hdt. 1,91 (mat.). 
14 VfoV/. 5, 92, 17 (/in.). 15 /*/>/. 7, io, 17 (mat.). 16" /#/'</. 7, 49 

Two of the participles (2, 5) are used with Kaintp. The influence 
of natirip (suggesting a fact) upon the negative is evidently stronger 
than that of the imperative. A third (9) has irc/j which does service 
for KuiVcp. 

In several cases the negative forms with the participle a simple 
idea: owe idikovr (1) is equivalent to 'unwilling' or 'refusing.' So 
strong became the bond between ov and Idikmv that we find oi 6t\ov<rip 
equivalent to a condition ; cf. Eur. And. 382 : rjv Bdvrjt <rv, jrute 58* 
imfrevya /jiopov, o~ov 8' ov 6tkovo-rfi KarOaviiv, rovBt ktcvU. Again, 
ovk ovra (3) means 'dead' and ovk ovra pJaXXov rj means 'just as 
dead as.' Again, ovSiv uSi* (6) means 'ignorant.' In oi &>koCo-' 



1 The presence of an infinitive in these examples may make the influence for ^i) 
even stronger than the simple imperative would. Cf. infra, p. 2S4, 3. 

' Possibly generic. 

' Here an imperative is felt iron. tuVw in the verse above. 

4 From the interrogative subjunctive of appeal in the verse above, an imperative 
is felt, I think. Cf. infra, p. 279, note 3. 

1 There is the influence both of the imperative, (toi\iu and of the infinitive 
irucMai; cf. infra, p. 284, 3. 

* Though the participle precedes the imperative, the influence of the coming 
Imperative is felt. 
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(8) we have a case parallel to ov </»7/u, where the negative really 
goes with the following infinitive. So owe tv (4) means 'poorly' 
(kcikus) ; and ov oWiiuf (7) means 'unjustly.' In these last two 
cases the negative really belongs to the adverb rather than to the par- 
ticiple, and, strictly speaking, these two should not be included in 
the list. 

In one case (12) the participle depends more intimately upon a 
preceding indicative than upon the imperative which precedes that. 

In Herodotus I note four instances (13, 14, 15, 16) of the nega- 
tive ov with the participle, though the participle depends upon an 
imperative. In two of them (13, 16) the negative comes several 
words ahead of the imperative, and perhaps the imperative is not felt 
at all at the time the negative is used. In the third instance (15) the 
presence of ov instead of prj may help to emphasize the fact. In one 
case, however, (14) I find the negative oi even after the imperative 
tort, though even the indicative of this verb sometimes takes /117 with 
the participle. The fact that sometimes oi and sometimes /«J is used 
with the participle after this verb may have weakened its influence, 
even in the imperative. Still, though we have perhaps too few cases to 
generalize safely, it would appear that in Herodotus the influence of the 
imperative in inducing the negative fiij is weaker than in other authors. 

V. /«; with the Participle dependent upon an Infinitive. 

1. Dependent upon an Infinitive used as an Imperative. 

Hes. O. et D. 696 : 'Qpatof oc yvwiKa Woe woti oikov aytadai, fiiJTf 
TpirjKOvrwv iriuiv fia\a ttoAA airoktiirwv jojt iiriBtlf fiaXa iroAAa. 
Hymn. Horn. 3, 92. ' 

2. Dependent upon an Infinitive used in an Exclamation. 

Ar. Nub. 268 : to St /xrjSi kvv!jv oiieodiv i\0iiv i/ii toc koxo&u/iov* 
ixpvra. 

3. Dependent upon a Subjective or Objective Infinitive, not in 
Indirect Discourse. 4 



1 As there is a lacuna before this verse, the construction of the infinitive «f«u 
cannot be positively determined. 

* I have not included examples where the ni is generic, and hence may be used 
regardless of the influence of the infinitive; e.g. Aeschyl. Clio. 749; Eum. 492 
(reading doubtful), 699; Soph. Ant. 33 (after indirect discourse infinitive); Eur. 
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Theog. 280 : EJJco* tox jeaKoy avBpa jcok&s to iucata vofufcuv, /117- 
Stfiiav KaToxuxd' &£6fuyov vifuvriv. Ibid. 1154 1 ; Aeschy 1. Suppl. 4 1 4 ; 
jEw«. 301 j Soph. Aj. 261; /*/</. 1007; El. 1014 s ; 0. R. mo*j 
0. C. 1509; Ant. 579j Eur. Hel. 814; .AWi/. 1052; Ibid. 1289 4 ; 
H/racl. 533 ; /bid. 693 ; H. F. 203 ; /. 71 1288 ; Qvr/. 165 ' ; Med. 
239; Ibid. 815; />y/. 950; Ar. .£?. 766; V0/V/. 905; JVW. 777'; 
Ibid. 966; Zys.tft; Eceles. 284 ; /?. 552; Ibid. So^; Hdt. 1, 80 
(*»«/.); 5» »8 (/»•); 7. 10, 8'; 7, 24; 7, ">i ; 9,41 (»«/•); 
Thuc. 1, 82, 1 ; 1, 90, 3 ; i, 120, 2 (fin.) ; 3, 11, 1 ; 3, 39, 5 (/«//.) ; 
3. 43. 3 » 3. 59. » (bis) ; 4. 3»» 3 J 4, 1 18, 4 (/«-) j 6, 36, 4 ; 6, 70, 1 ; 
6. 84, 1 ; 7. 77> 7 J 8, 14, 1 ; 8, 27, 3 ; 8, 68, 4 ; Antiphon 2, o, 8 ; 
4, a, 1; 5, 18; Andoc. 1, 58; 1,113. 

The number of instances in which the negative oi is used with the 
participle dependent upon an infinitive is so great that I ought to treat 
them at length ; but it would take more sjxice to do so than is at my 
command. So I will refer to them — some thirty or so — and indicate 
what influences I think were at work to produce oi instead of (iy. 

In some instances the negative and the participle form a single idea, 
as in Theog. 1094 (owe iOtXovra) ; Soph. O. C. 934 (ofy «w) ; Eur. 
Ion 272 (ov\ 6/>cifUvoe) ; /. T. 1344 (owe iu/xiyoti) ; Hdt. 1, II (oi 
vofU^o/jLiva) ; Thuc. 6, 9, I (oi irpcxryKOvra) ; 8, 104, 4 (oi^ Ikwv) ; 
Antiphon 5, 2 (oi wpo<rijKovcrrj<i). 



//«•. 984; //<•/. 433, 923 (participle understood); Hipp. 922, 942, 997; Or. 1128; 
n. 394; Frgt. 899; Achaeus, Frgt. 45; Ar. Eceles. 283; Thuc. I, 32, 1; I, 120,2 
(»«»'/.); 2,61,4 (/».); 3.39.5 (/"•); 3.42, 5 (/"Oi 4. 87. 4i 4. 9 8 . 7 
(after indirect discourse infinitive); 5, 27, 2 (after indirect discourse infinitive) 6, 
56, 3 (in indirect discourse); 7, 43, 7; 7, 63, 3; Andoc. 1, 22, 32, 136; 4, 37. 

1 Here there is a double influence, that of the optative tit) and that of the infini- 
tive fiieir. Cf. supra, p. 280, I. 

* Here there is a double influence, that of the imperative exit and that of the 
infinitive tUafol*. Cf. supra, p. 281, IV. 

* Here there is a double influence of the condition tl x/"S and of the infinitive 
vtoOimcBm depending upon it. Cf. p. 278, 3. 

4 Possibly generic. 

1 /iij added by conjecture of Hartung. 

* Here, if iUWwv is felt as implying a condition, we have a double influence, that 
of the condition, and that of the infinitive tyXfyur. 

1 Here there is the double influence of the imperative /Soi/Xeu and of the infinitive 
ixucMai. Cf. supra, p. 281, IV. 
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Several passages show «* with the participle: Hdt. 9, 122; Thuc 
3» 4. 4 J 3. 37. 4 i 7> 3»» 4 5 8, 63, 4 ; Antiphon 5, 32. 

In several cases the infinitive depends on Ztrrt: Eur. Frgt. 578; 
Hdt. 3, 14 (met/.) ; 8, 52 ; Thuc. 4, 125, 1 ; 5, 49, 1 (after infinitive 
with uxrrt fir] — the participle really depends upon the preceding 
indicative). 

Perhaps the best explanation of the use of 06, instead of /«J, in the 
remaining cases is that the author wishes thereby to emphasize the fact, 
as in Eur. Hec. 961 ; £/. 46 ; Heracl. 897 ; Suppl. 472; Ar. Achar. 
681; Hdt. 4, 30; 6, 103 (met/.); 6, 10C; 6, 117; 9, 116 (met/.); 
Thuc. 1, 10, 4 (/;/.) ; 8, 50, 3 ; Antiphon 5, 63 ; Andoc. 3, 35. 

As this paper is concerned principally with the negative fir] as induced 
by a neighboring construction, I have not listed the participles negatived 
by ov when depending on an indirect discourse infinitive. For, since 
ov is the natural negative for an ordinary participle, and since ofi 
is the natural negative for an indirect discourse infinitive, after such 
infinitive we should expect a participle, if negatived, to have ov. I have 
noted about fifty such instances, and there are probably many more. 
I have not found any instances of the use of fir] in this construction. 1 

There are two examples of the use of fir] with the participle that I 
have not been able to account for. 

Aeschyl. Sept. 423 : rlt avhpa. Ko/irra^ovra fir) Tptaut fitvii; Is the 
negative fir] to be accounted for on the supposition that the whole ques- 
tion has a characteristic or generic force? "Who is there that has the 
courage to await the boaster without trembling? " 

Eur. Frgt. 196: ri Sr)r' iv oA/3u> fir) cra<f>u fSiftr/KOTK ov Iwjjuv iu« 
ljSioTa fir] Xmov/iivot. 

Is characteristic implied in this last example also? or is this verse 
but an echo of Eur. H. ^.505, quoted on page 278, 1 ? 

This list of passages, even though incomplete, in which the negative 
juj with the participle is induced by its environment, may lead us to 
think twice before stating that in a given sentence a participle, merely 
because it has the negative fir}, has necessarily a conditional force — a 
principle laid down in many of our grammars. 



1 In two cases after a verb or expression of swearing, followed by the infinitive, 
the participle depending upon the infinitive is negatived by nj, as we should expect : 
Eur. /. T. 739: Ar. Vesp. 1281. 



